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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 


A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply spedfied above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-21 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) S The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 03 October 2003 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawlng(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .d5(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner, Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

at the end of paragraph 0006, a period should be inserted after "not"; and 
paragraph 0032, line 5, "a intelligent" should be -an inteUigent--. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

2. L The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) because 
they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the description: 12 (Fig. 1), 30 
and 38 (Fig. 2), and 36 (Figs. 2-3). 

II. The drawings are objected to because it is unclear what is being shown in Fig. 3 that 
is different from Fig. 2, i.e. all the components shown in Fig. 3 appear to be shown in the same 
form in Fig. 2. 

III. The drawings are objected to because the various blank boxes in Figs. 1-3 should be 
provided with "descriptive legends" per 37 CFR 1.84(o). 

IV. The drawings are objected to because reference numeral 54 in Fig. 2 points to a 
communication link between the "fourth sensor" 52 and the remote terminal unit 24, but element 
54 is characterized in the specification (paragraph 0030) as a "fifth sensor"; thus, the disclosed 
(and claimed) "fifth sensor" is not adequately depicted in the drawings. 

V. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR L83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "software interface" (claims 1, 7 
and 20), "counter" (claims 5, 18 and 21) and "analyzer" (claim 15) must be shown or the 
feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), or (as to issue 1.) 
amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.121(b), are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing 
on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure 
or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." Each drawing 
sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or *TSfew Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not 
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accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 


3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: in claim 1 1, the specification fails to teach that the "first sensor" (20) may 
be selected fi-om the group of switches, etc. listed in the claim (see paragraph 0022 regarding the 
"second sensor" (32)). 

4. Claims 4 and 19 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(b) as being "unduly multiplied", i.e. 
these claims are of exactly the same scope. 

5. Claims 2 and 20-21 are objected to under 37 CFR 1. 75(a) for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which appHcant regards as the invention. 

Claim 2, "the item used " lacks clear antecedent basis, i.e. it is imclear what is meant by 
the item being "used". 

Claim 20, line 8, "the first signal" lacks clear antecedent basis. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In claims 1 and 20, part (e) in each claim, it is unclear what is meant by a communication 
system being "selected firom the group: radio, cellular, ...(etc)", since such a "system" generally 
comprises two or more operational components (for sending/receiving signals) having 
appropriate communication link(s) therebetween; thus, it is unclear what is meant by such a 
system being "selected fi-om" merely a group of communication links or fi-equency ranges (also, 


Application/Control Number: 10/678,574 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2632 

note that "radio", which is one member of the recited group, may encompass "cellular" or 
"sateUite", which are other members of the recited group~i.e., at least some members of the 
group are overlapping in scope). Put another way, the particular operational components of the 
"communication system" that are implied by each of these terms (one or more such operational 
components being "in contact with" the inteUigent device, "in contact with" the software 
interface, etc.) cannot be determined. 

Likewise, in claim 13 the terms "Internet", "intranet", "LAN" and "peer-to-peer network" 
merely refer to a communication link(s) between various operational components, rather than to 
the operational components themselves, such that the particular operational components of the 
"communication system" that are implied by each of these terms cannot be determined. 

In claims 1 and 20, parts (f)-(g) in each claim, "a software interface in contact with the 
communication system" and "a user interface in contact with the software interface" leaves 
unclear whether the "software interface" is part of the "communication system" per se. part of the 
"user interface" per se, part of the "intelligent device" per se, or is a separate element. 

In claim 20, lines 4-6, merely reciting that the first and second sensors "generat(e) a... 
signal" is indefinite since it is unclear what particular condition(s) is/are sensed by these sensors, 
in response to which the "signal" is generated. 

In claim 11, line 3, it is unclear what is meant by an "analytical" sensor, as to what 
specific condition(s) or physical parameter(s) is/are sensed by such a sensor. 

In claim 15, "an analyzer to monitor and evaluate container sensor activity" is indefinite 
as to what is meant by "sensor activity", i.e. what particular aspectfs^ of a sensor's operation 
is/are monitored by the "analyzer" (e.g., does the "activity" refer to the sensor sensing a specific 
condition, to the sensor malfimctioning, to the sensor being manually activated or deactivated, 
etc.); how such operational aspect(s) is/are monitored (e.g., does the "analyzer" itself comprise 
one or more sensors); and whether the "analyzer" communicates the results of the "evaluat(ion)" 
with any other component of the system. 

Likewise, regarding the "counter" of claims 5, 18 and 21, it is unclear what is meant by 
"sensor activity" or "information on sensor activity". 

Further regarding claim 18, it is imclear if what is "report(ed)" by the counter to the user 
interface has anything to do with the stored "sensor activity". 
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8, Claims 1-21 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

9. The prior art made of record and not reUed upon is considered pertinent to appUcanfs 


Varga et al (US 5818336), Moskowitz et al (US 6483433), Wong (US 6816074), Sansone 
et al (US 6028517), Reeves (US 5861805), Kara (US 2003/222760), Bowers et al (US 5963134) 
and Johnston et al (US 6784796) are each considered relevant to at least one aspect of the 
claimed invention. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi*om the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Mullen, Jr. whose telephone number is 571-272-2965. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday firom 6:30 AM to 4 PM. The 
examiner can also be reached on altemate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Wu, can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this appUcation or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 


disclosure. 


TJM 



Thomas J- Mullen, Jr. 

Prrn^ry Examiner 
Art Unit 2632 


